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The Soviet succession 


With the death of Soviet leader Brezh- 
nev and the succession of ex-KGB Minister 
Yuri Andropov to his post, political pundits 
have been debating energetically what 
ramifications this is going to have in the 
way of Soviet policy. 

As usual, this debate centres on factors 


that are irrelevant, or almost so. Is the new 


leader more ‘liberal’ than his predecessor? 
Are we to attach significance to the fact 
that he is a better foreign linguist? Is it 
true that he likes jazz? And so on. 

In all this, by far the most important 
question has been ignored, and that is the 
racial background of Andropov. What is 
that background, and what does it portend 
in the struggle that really matters in the 
Kremlin, between the Russian national ele- 
ment and the Jewish international element 
` which for decades have vied for dominance 
in the Soviet Union? | 

. For some time rumours have circulated 


ANDROPOV 
Racial 
background 
of vital 
importance 


that Andropov was Jewish, but these have 
never been supported by firm evidence. Rec- 
ently the exceedingly well informed Amer- 
ican journal National Vanguard said that 
Andropov's background — he was born and 
raised in the Caucusus region and was the 
son of a railway worker — made his Jewish- 
ness highly improbable. This observation 
was supported in the London Jewish Chron- 
icle (November 19th), which disclaimed 
the new Soviet leader as a member of 'the 
chosen’. When the JC makes such a dis- 
claimer. it is usually true because as a rule 
the Jews cannot resist trumpeting the fact 
that one of their own, in whatever sphere, 
has joined the ranks of the successful and 
powerful. 

At a later stage we hope to be able to 
comment further on this question. 


Enoch and the bomb | 


Spearhead, while giving due credit to 
Enoch Powell for a number of sound things 
he has said over the years, has never been 
‘Powellite’. On the contrary, we have at 
no time had the confidence that Mr. Powell 
would ever provide the leadership necessary 
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to rescue Britain from the abyss, nor have 
we believed that in the sum total of his 
political ideas there ever existed any doct- 
rine or policy that may serve as a guide to 
others doing so. 

What is the Powellite political line? On 
economics, he is a champion of the ‘free 
market international laissez-faire capital- 
ist system that spells death to national 
economic independence. He is known also 
to be an opponent of capital punishment. 
Once when asked what was his position with 
regard to Black majority rule in what was 
formerly Rhodesia, he stated that he was in 
favour of it! 

On the issue of immigration, over which 
his views have been the most highly pub- 
licised, his stand may best be described as 
"too little and too late." Not till 1968, 
when the problem had already been fester- 
ing for nearly two decades, did he speak 
out on it, and then and since the solutions 
he has advocated have been at best half- 
baked; he has never recognised the need 
for obligatory repatriation, nor has he ack- 
nowledged that the problem is at root a 
He has 
even spoken of the desirability of 'integ- 
rating’ a part of the Coloured immigrant 
population. 

On the Common Market he only came 
out as an opponent of that institution when 
plans to bring about British entry into it 
were already far advanced. Previous to 
that time he had been in favour of British 
membership of the EEC. 

Only on the issue of Northern Ireland 
have Mr. Powell's views been both right 
and consistently held. 

Mr. Powell has now made another 
speech which should cause grave reflection 
by those who are in the habit of acclaiming 
him as a hard-line 'rieht- winger' and 'nat- 
ionalist'. In this speech he declared himself 
in favour of unilateral nuclear disarma- 
ment. Enoch, along with all the far left 
assortment of weirdies and beardies and 
dotty priests, wants to ban the bomb! © 

It gives us no pleasure to say that the 
reservations we have held about Mr. Powell 
all these years have been firmly vindic- 
ated. 


Let Hong Kong go! 


T'he dispute with Argentina over the 
Falklands having, for the moment at least, 
been satisfactorily resolved, there is another 
dispute over sovereignty which concerus 
Britain and which is now looming on the 
international horizon. 

Red China is laying claim to our colony 
of Hong Kong. 

No doubt there are plenty of people in 
the Tory Party who will insist that we 
should make a firm stand against the Chin- 
ese over Hong Kong but if Britain has any 
sense those people will be ignored. 


We have got to decide, and decide 
now, what it is in our best interests to do 
over Hong Kong, then we should do it — 
with no beating about the bush. The worst 
possible outcome of the, Hong Kong issue is 
that we should embark on a course of pol- 
icy which in the end leaves us only the two 
alternatives. of going to war with the Red 
Chinese (all 1,000 million of them) or 
making a humiliating climb-down which 
completely destroys the international res- 
pect we won over our victory in the Falk- 
lands. 

Just what does Hong Kong represent to 
us? Its people are not British, not our kith 
and kin; 
China's claim upon them is therefore a 
quite legitimate one. No vital British 
interest requires that we should oppose that 
claim. | 
Of course many — possibly the maj- 
ority — of the inhabitants of Hong Kong 
will not want to join China. No doubt there 
will be nincompoops in this country who 
will say that because of this we must make 
a stand against Red China on these people's 
behalf. _ 

Once the logic of that principle is taken 
to its ultimate conclusion, we are liable to 
find ourselves in the position of sending a 
task force all the way to South East Asia 
and sacrificing British lives — for what? 
Just some abstract point of political theory. 

Or, if not that, accepting an invasion 
of Hong Kong by Red Chinese forces. 

Far better that we now say to the Chin- 
ese: Hong Kong is not vital to us — take it 
and do what you like with it — after all 
they are your people and your responsibil- 
ity. 

But it is probable that our Government 
will not have the good sénse to do this; 
what it is most likely to do is shilly shally, 
procrastinate, equivocate and drag out the 
whole business until the patience of the 
Chinese wears out and then we have to give 
way without dignity and without honour. : 


Then of course no doubt they will land. 


us with yet another immigration problem; 
all the people in Hong Kong who do not 
like Red China will want to come here and 
the Government will be whimpering to us 
that acceptance of them (possibly millions 
of them) is our ‘responsibility’. 

We hope that the Government will not 
be stupid enough to get us into that posit- 
ion; every sound national interest dictates 
that it should not. 

But of course there are other interests 
likely to weigh much more heavily in the 
Tory mind: the powerful financial and 
commercial interests which have a stake in 
Hong Kong. 

Will it be that in defence of those in- 
terests Britain will land herself in the cart? 
If the past is anything to go by, we fear it 
will. 


they are Chinese by race and, 


VICTORS AND VANQUISHED 


Argentine troops in British captivity in Falklands 


Falklands victory factor 


Readers will remember that in our July 
issue an article appeared which drew atten- 
tion to the racial factors influencing the 
outcome of the Falklands War. In this 
regard an interesting item recently came to 
our attention which originated in the New 
York Times of August 13th, whose reporter 
in Buenos Aires wrote:- 

"The draft here is democratic, an hon- 

est lottery, but the assignments after- 

wards are not. Many of the White sons 
of the middle class draw office jobs. 

But most of the fighting men for the 

Falkland war were one-year conscripts 

from poor and working class families. 

Many came from the provinces, their 

dark, straight hair and wide cheekbones 

revealing their Indian ancestry." 

This indeed was our own observation 
when watching the TV pictures of Argen- 
tine troops. Many had the kind of brutish 
features that one would not normally assoc- 
iate with any types of Europeans. Their 
performance in battle revealed not only a 
poor level of fighting spirit but a pretty low 
level of intelligence as well. 

Argentine air force pilots, on the other 
hand, showed considerable courage and 
skill in their daring, sometimes almost sui- 
cidal, attacks on our ships. According to 
all newspaper reports, these came mostly 
from the upper and middle classes of the 
country, in which there is quite a high pro- 


‘portion of North European blood — as can 


be seen by the large numbers of names of 
British and German origin. Added to this is 
the strain introduced by the original Span- 
ish colonists and tne result is a genetic 
level high above the contemporary Argen- 
tine average. 

Looking, on the other hand, at the pic- 


tures of the British servicemen fighting in 


the Falklands, one was struck by the fact 
that most of them appeared to be extremely 
fine racial types, from whatever social 
class they may have originated. One would. 
like to believe that they were representat- 
ive of present British young manhood as a 
whole, but one fears that such a belief 
would today be over-optimistic. 


Changing sides! 


This is the season when another round 
of Anglo-Australian test matches begins. 
As this issue reaches its readers, the crick- 
eters representing the two countries will 
already have started the battle for the 
famous ‘Ashes’. he ES 

England versus Australia at cricket is. 
rather like Englaud versus Scotland at soc- 
cer and England versus Wales at rugby; it is- 
a fixture played ‘within the family. In 
such instances the necessity for victory is 
perhaps not quite as intense as when Britons 
compete in sports against foreigners. Never- 
theless, these are still contests which Eng- 
lishmen like to see their own side win. 

Not for us this time, however. In the 


test matches 'down under' this winter we 


shall be rooting for Australia. 

This is because the ‘England’ team the 
MCC has sent is not an England team atall; 
several players good enough for selection 
have been left out because they have been 
been blackbailed, at the insistance of Col- 
oured cricketing nations, for playing in 
South Africa; also the team includes a 
Black fast bowler born in the West Indies, 
by name Norman Cowans. 

The Australian team, on the other hand, 
will consist of 11 Anglo-Saxon Whites. All 
true Englishmen — and for that matter 
Scots, Welsh and Irishmen — should be hop- 
ing that the Aussies win. 
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PLEASE GIVE **— 5 
YOUR HELP 


DEAR READER, 


This month I have to engage in a periodical chore that I do not enjoy — the task of telling you that 
our financial position is highly precarious and that we need extra help to survive. 

The circulation problems that have caused a big drop in our income over the past three years will be 
ANE to you, as we have explained them repeatedly. The up-to-date situation in this regard is as 

ollows: — 

Our circulation loss in the area of bulk orders by party branches has halted and we have even in 
recent months enjoyed a slight increase. 

This, however, has been much more than offset by the continued loss of subscriptions. There has 
always been a tendency for some subscribers to drop out by failing to renew when their time comes to 
do so, but in the past this drop-out was contained within acceptable limits and it was more than balanced 
by a very healthy rate of recruitment of new subscribers. 

Over the past three years, however, the rate of drop-out has greatly increased as the economic 
situation in Britain (and elsewhere) has deteriorated and people have had to find ways of cutting down 
on expenditure not absolutely necessary to personal survival. This drop-out is still continuing. 

At the same time — and probably for the same reasons — the rate at which we have managed to win 
new subscribers has been painfully slow. 

It must not be forgotten that subscribers taking one or two copies pay for them at the full 35p rate. 
They also pay for them. IN ADVANCE, which greatly helps our cash-flow situation — bulk buyers, on the 
other hand, pay in arrears and some of them, unfortunately, far in arrears; and this has the opposite effect. 

From this it will be seen that the money coming in from subscriptions is really crucial to our survival. 

The other crucial form of income is that of DONATIONS. As our sales income has dropped drastically, 
we have relied more and more on donations to keep us going. Some of our readers have during this recent 
period responded with magnificent generosity to the appeal for donations. But their efforts have not 
brought in enough income to solve our problems. We need still more. | 

Of course I am well aware that in Britain and around the world there are other publications which 
suffer the same problems and are appealing to you at the same time, and I know that your pockets are 
not bottomless; you find it difficult to support everybody. 

I hope you will agree with me, however, when I say that, in Britain at least, the record of Spearhead 
is unique. As I have stated in an article about our magazine which follows this appeal, we have kept going 
for 18 years and are not one of these ‘here today, gone tomorrow’ publications. As I have also stated in 
the same article, we have in recent times maintained publication REGULARLY EVERY MONTH — 
sometimes despite appalling difficulties. 

Can you give me the name of another British publication of comparable quality of which these things 
can be said? 

Right now we need to raise several hundreds of pounds over and above the level of income that we 
have received over the past few months. If we are successful in this, we will be able to carry on well into 
next year without my having to make any further SPECIAL appeals, like this one, for the time being. 

This does not mean that we will not have to continue our routine appeal, which we print at the 
bottom of page 19 every month, and to continue to receive routine donations in response to it. 

If this special appeal fails, however, I fear that continued regular publication is unlikely for the 
foreseeable future. | 

I sincerely hope that you will consider our enterprise sufficiently worthwhile for you to send us the 
ammunition that will enable us to keep fighting in the way we have been doing now for so long. 

Please address your contributions to Spearhead and send them to our usual address. 


With every good wish 


come e eec 
JOHNTYNDALL 
(Editor) 
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COULD 


WE DO 


BETTER? 


THE EDITOR surveys the problems of 
running a Nationalist monthly 


SPEARHEAD, like any other publication of . 


its type, regularly receives letters from 
readers suggesting how improvements could 
be made in the quality of its contents and in 
its general attractiveness and readability. 
Sometimes these suggestions are sound and 
we attempt to put them into effect; some- 
times, on the other hand, they are totally 
impractical. In the great majority of cases, 
however, they have one feature in common: 
they are sent to us by people who obviously 
have not had personal experience of running 
our sort of journal in our sort of situation, 
and have not therefore had cause to think 
deeply about the problems involved. From 
time to time it is useful to reiterate these 
problems as part of a general taking stock as 
to how we are faring as a journal, whether 
we are doing as good a job as we might do 
and whether we are having the effect that we 
aim to have. 

| have been quite frank with our readers 
in stating that Spearhead has suffered a very 
large drop in circulation over the past two or 
three years. There is no doubt that this has 
been due to two main factors. Firstly, the 
magazine was up to the end of 1979 one of 
the two main organs of-a political party 
much larger than any party of similar kind 
existing today. It rendered services to, and 
received services in return from, that party — 
the latter being in the form of facilities of 
distribution through the party's then quite 
extensive network of active branches. We 
paid a heavy price for the act of cutting our- 
selves off from that party but there has never 
been.any doubt in my mind that we were 
right to do so. I see our foremost task as 
being to give guidance and direction to the 
Nationalist movement in Britain — conversion 
to that movement in the first place being the 
role of other publications differently consti- 
tuted in style and format, and of which 
today by far the best suited is the monthly 
tabloid New Frontier. Spearhead's role of 
guide and director to Nationalists would 
have been totally incompatible with the 
maintenance of its position as a supporting 
organ of the party with which it was 
associated for many years up to June 1980, 
for by the latter date that party had 
degenerated to such an extent that no recom- 
mendation to Nationalists to support it 


could have been given without the complete 
sacrifice of our honour and integrity. 

The other factor that has had a profound 
effect on the numbers of our readers has 
been simply the national (and to a lesser 
extent international) economic situation. 
People everywhere in the English-speaking 
world, and in Britain in particular, have had 
less money to spend and have therefore had 


to find ways of cutting down on all except ' 


life's barest necessities. This has been the 
reason for the loss of a great number of our 
subscribers, as many of them have told us. 

All this having been said, we should 
nonetheless face fairly and squarely the 
question: could we boost our readership by 
an improvement in quality? No doubt we 
could, although how much I do not know. 
What I do know is that the steps we would 
have to take to achieve such an improvement 
are. steps fraught at the moment with 
enormous difficulties. 

| am as conscious as anybody that our 
articles would sometimes be better to be 
shorter in length and greater in number and 
variety, that among the articles we print are 
some that do not reach the highest standards, 
that our layout could sometimes do with 
more of the artist's flair and, not least, that 
we could profit from greatly improved 
services of research — i.e. more facts and 
figures to back up the political arguments 
that we put forward. 

It could also be said that there are a 
number of topics likely to be of interest to 
our readers that are never covered, or at least 
covered insufficiently. | 


DIFFICULTIES 


Against this, I have to ask readers to 
bear certain factors in mind, the main one of 
which is that Spearhead is a publication that 
appears regularly every month. I think I am 
right in saying that there is no other 
Nationalist journal in the United Kingdom 
of which this can be claimed, other than 
New Frontier, which is produced from out 
of the same stable, and smaller, much more 
cheaphb-produced publications which involve 
a great deal less work. 

Sustaining regular monthly publication 
of a 20-page magazine of this type is not an 


easy task, given the production staff avail- 
able. Apart from my own services, all contri- 
butions to Spearhead are made by people 
who have full-time jobs outside politics and 
who have to produce these contributions in 
their spare hours. A number of them are also 
British National Party activists and part of 
those spare hours are spent on the party. It 
is not easy for such people to send in 
contributions of the highest quality every 
month, and therefore their contributions 
have to be irregular. 

| have the task as editor of filling 20 
pages monthly, and as a result of the irregular 
supply of top quality articles I am often in 
the position of having to fill some of this 
space with articles which fall somewhat 
short of that high standard. I will never print 
a thoroughly bad article in the magazine but 
| am sometimes compelled to print articles 
that I recognise to be mediocre. It is necessary 
to do this, not only for the reason stated, 
but also to give some encouragement to 
budding writers who have the potential to 
reach high standards but who at the current 
stage are still apprentices in the business. 

In journals that appear once every two 
or three months the editors are in a position 
to be much more selective in their choice of 
items to be used, and of course have much 
more time to prepare the copy. 

A very large part of the contents of 
Spearhead | have to write personally. In 
addition to this, I have to typeset usually 
about 5 pages worth of copy per month, 2 
pages of which (pages 2 and 3) must be 
typed twice in order to obtain justification 
of the column. Then there is the considerable 
chore of layout work, which involves the 
pasting of typeset columns onto paper and 
the insertion of large and small headings — 
together with the large amount of mathe- 
matical calculations that are necessary to 
ensure that this is done with accuracy and 
symmetry. Beyond this, there is the adminis- 
trative work involved in running the magazine, 
in which I have some voluntary help but not 
very much. Altogether the running of Spear- 
head on a monthly publication basis involves 
about half of a person's full working time. 

The other half of that time has to be 
filled with duties connected with the running 
of the British National Party and also in 
assisting the editor of New Frontier to a 
considerable extent with the production of 
that paper. In one person's timetable, even 
working long hours and at weekends, it is 
exceedingly difficult to perform all these 
duties to the fullest satisfaction of everybody. 

Obviously the answer to this dilemma is 
to increase the financial resources of Spear- 
head or the party, or both, to the point at 
which extra staff can be engaged — presuming 
that the right people can be found — to 
spread the burden of work described. This 
happy position was reached in the party to. 
which Spearhead was allied during the middle 
to late 1970s but the subsequent division of 
Nationalist forces made it impossible to 
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COULD WE DO BETTER? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


sustain that position. There are now 
encouraging signs that Nationalists are 
starting to overcome these divisions and 
rebuild their splintered movement but it is 
going to be at least another year or so before 
the full fruits of this process are realised, and 
in the meantime our magazine has to carry 
on bearing the torch — forif not us, who else? 


OUR RECORD — AND OTHERS’ 


Over the years there have been people | 


who, not satisfied with Spearhead’s role and 
policy, have founded their own publications 
and set up in business in competition with 
ourselves. They have, of course, every right 
to do so, but I do not know of one single 
one of them that has stayed the course. 
Many have ceased publication not long after 
starting publication; others have staggered 
along over the years, appearing spasmodically 
but never with the regularity that entitles 
their publishers to call them proper 
‘periodicals’. Of course with the infrequency 
of their appearance, the editors have much 
more time to prepare and collate copy and 
to undertake the tasks of research, so that 
individual issues may sometimes contain 
items of interest that surpass some of the 
features of our own journal. [ give full 
acknowledgement to the contributors con- 
cerned, but I assure them that when the time 
comes — if it ever does — when they are in 
the business of regular publication every 
month they will find things a great deal less 
easy in that regard — indeed they will find 
them impossible unless they acquire from 
somewhere some great increase in funds. 

When I founded Spearhead in the 
Winter of 1964 I resolved upon two things. 
One was that the project I had started would 
not be something to be discontinued a short 
time later at the first feeling of boredom on 
my part or at the first sign of frustration or 
setback. Now that we are 18 years on from 
that time, I think that I have given proof of 
this resolution. 

The second resolution made was that 
Spearhead would never become prostituted 
to any interest other than the interest of 
genuine, outspoken, full-blooded British 
Nationalism. Twice in its career — in the mid- 
1970s and early 1980s — this interest came 
into conflict with the interest of sales and 
circulation and on both occasions the latter 
had to take second place. So shall it remain. 

In the first five years of its existence 
Spearhead suffered from the same vice of 
spasmodic appearance as other journals, and 


Never Has Opportunity Beckoned Us So Strongly; Will We Grasp It? 


in 1969 I resolved that in future ways would 
be found to ensure its publication monthly. 
This quite clearly would not be possible 
without financial subsidies, and I began.can- 
vassing supporters of the magazine to see if 
these subsidies could be raised. Those sup- 
porters respondec admirably and ever since 
we have maintained monthly publication 
except for the occasional lapse, mostly 
caused by the emergence ofa general election 
which necessitated the shelving of all 
editorial duties in favour of greater priorities 
of work. For the past three years we have not 
failed to produce an issue for every month. 

The financial assistance that we have 
needed to stay in business has been sustained 
generously, often coming from people whom 
I know not to be wealthy, and I shall be 
eternally grateful for it. The regularity of 
these contributions, however, has not always 
been possible to guarantee, and there have 
been periods in which they have not, along 
with income from sales and subscriptions, 
been sufficient to keep us going. During 
those periods I have myself had to make 
personal financial sacrifices over and above 
the norm to ensure the journal's survival. This 
is a burden about which I do not complain, 
as it is the price that any proprietor has to 
be prepared to pay for the prerogative of 
control. I mention it only for the benefit of 
those resentful and malicious little people — 
and they are always around — who protest 
that through the proprietorship of the maga- 
zine | enjoy some special unearned and un- 
justified privilege among British Nationalists. 
My answer to these people is that if they 
wish to put into publications of their own 
creation what I have put into Spearhead 
they will enjoy the same rights and pre- 
rogatives as I do. 


COULD WE IMPROVE? 


None of these considerations, however, 


should obscure the questions which | must 


continually be asking myself: How good is 
Spearhead? Could it be better? Unless those 
questions remain in the forefront, we 
degenerate into smugness and stagnation. 
From around the world I get letters saying 
that our journal is the finest of its kind any- 
where, but of course these are opinions that 
will not be held unanimously. Tastes vary 
widely, even among people of very similar 
political outlook. Being as close to the 
journal as I am, I am obviously in no position 
to say which opinions about it are the 
soundest. I will just confine myself to saying 
one thing: through all the trials and 
vicissitudes of the past 18 years we have 
done something that few others have done: 
we have endured and not gone under; we 


have not called upon people to make 
financial sacrifices to keep us going which 
have been subsequently wasted by our 
journal going into oblivion. During the past 
two or three years, in which time our 
financial existence has been more precarious 
than ever, we have sustained publication 
more regularly and consistently than ever. 


CONSISTENTLY RIGHT 


And there is one further thing. I think I 
can claim that we have consistently been 
right, both with regard to developments on 
the national and international political scene 
and to developments internally within the 
camp of British Nationalism. As examples of 
the latter, it was Spearhead which in the 
early to middle 1960s consistently gave a 
lead in the propagation of the view that 
British Nationalism could not become a 
viable and powerful force until the then 
separate Nationalist groups united into one, 
and I cite an article in the July 1966 issue as 
part of this lead. At the time no other 
Nationalist journal supported this stand, a 
stand that was soon to be vindicated in the 
formation of the National Front and its 
subsequent successes. Later, in 1972, 1976 
and again in 1979 when factions emerged 
within the Nationalist movement which 
aimed at undoing this unity, we urged all 
Nationalists to oppose them because we 
knew that those leading them would render 
no good service to the Nationalist cause; 
again we were proved right. When, on the 
other hand, a division arose in the National 
Front in 1980 we urged people not to 
support the position taken by the NF Direc- 
torate because we knew and predicted that 
the course being advocated by that Direc- 
torate would lead to the decline and eventual 
ruin of the party as an effective political force. 
It now gives us no pleasure to record that we 
have been shown to be right once again. 

On the scene of public affairs, we 
have courted unpopularity with Nationalists 
at various times by urging people not to 
believe in such folk heroes as Enoch Powell 
and lan Smith, who we knew would both 
end up by disappointing their many sup- 
porters. In due course we were proved right 
in this analysis too. 

Spearhead cannot yet claim to have 
substantially influenced political events in 
Britain for the good reason that it has never 
enjoyed the facilities whereby its message 
could reach those determining such events. 
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Heading of Spearhead article in July 
1966, which called for Nationalist 
unity. 


This Month JOHN TYNDALL Surveys The British Scene And Asks..... 


. WHERE IS THE RIGHT? 
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THE 


PROTOCOLS 


THE PROTOCOLS 
Stood the test of time 


SRL NEES 


SINCE THEIR PUBLICATION in 1905 by 
the Russian Sergei Nilus, the Protocols of 
the Learned Elders of Zion have been the 
subject of many books and articles — the 
vast majority of which have sought to 
‘prove’ that they are a forgery. 

The purpose of the present article is to 
show how nearly all the important prophecies 
contained in The Protocols have been ful- 
filled — an impossibility of course if The 
Protocols are, as the Jews have claimed, a 
forgery by the Tsarist secret police. If the 
‘Learned Elders of Zion’ do .not exist, if 
there is no Jewish conspiracy, then how 
came the prophecies contained in The 
Protocols to be so unerringly fulfilled? The 
reader must draw his own conclusions. 


Protocol 3: “This hatred will be still 
further magnified by the effects of an 
economic crisis which will stop dealings on 
the exchanges and bring industry to a stand- 
still. We shall create by all the secret sub- 
terranean methods open to us and with the 
aid of gold, which is all in our hands, a 
universal economic crisis whereby we shall 
throw upon the streets whole mobs of 
workers simultaneously in all the countries 
of Europe." 

Comment: Since 1919, the price of gold 
on the London market has been fixed from 
the offices of N. M. Rothschild, merchant 
bankers, at New Court in the City of London. 
The main London gold dealers were, and 
still are, Rothschild, Samuel Montague, 
Mocatta and Goldsmid. Do the words of the 


Protocol remind anyone of the so-called. 


‘Great Depression"? 


Protocol 5: “In order to put public 


opinion into our hands we must bring it into 
a state of bewilderment by giving expression 
from all sides to so many contradictory 
opinions and for such lengths of time as will 
suffice to make the goyim lose their heads in 
the labyrinth and come to see that the best 
thing is to have no opinion of any kind in 
matters political." 

Comment: Just one example from the 
many that could be quoted — the ‘women’s 
liberation’ movement is generally recognised 
as being dominated by Jewesses (“many of 
the founding mothers (sic) were Jewish.” 
(Jewish Chronicle, 25th June 1982, p. 28). 
Now, along comes a Dr. Berman contradicting 
the idea of ‘women’s liberation’ in a book 
called The Compleat Chauvinist (see Daily 
Mail, Sth September 1982). 


Protocol 19: “In order to destroy the 
prestige of heroism for political crime we 
shall send it for trial in the category of 
thieving, murder and every kind of abomin- 
able and filthy crime. Public opinion will 
then confuse in its conception this category 
of crime with the disgrace attaching to every 
other and will brand it with the same 
contempt." 

Comment: The Race Relations Acts 
(1967 and 1976) in this country (and similar 
laws in other Western countries) make it a 


criminal offence to favour, as our Anglo- 
Saxon ancestors did, our own race. Under 


the 1936 Public Order Act it is also a 


criminal offence to wear in any public place 
a uniform associated with a political organis- 
ation. Further: “These laws will withdraw 
one by one all the indulgences and liberties 
which have been permitted by the goyim . . . 
and we shall be at any moment and in every 


place in a position to wipe out any goyim 


who oppose us by deed or word." Francois 
Duprat, French historian, murde.ed in March 
1978 for ‘denying the holocaust’; Francesco 
Mangliameli, Professor of History at Palermo, 
murdered for opposing the Jews ... 


Protocol 7: “We must be in a position 
to respond to every act of opposition by war 
with the neighbours of that country which 
dares to oppose us: but if these neighbours 
should also venture to stand collectively 
against us, then we must offer resistance by 
a universal war." 

Comment: Germany, under the leader- 
ship of Adolf Hitler, opposed the Jews, and 
a world war ensued. 


Protocol 8: “We must search out in the 
very finest shades of expression and the 


‘knotty points of lexicon law, justification 


for those cases where we shall have to pro- 
nounce judgments that might appear abnor- 
mally audacious and unjust, for it isimportant 
that these resolutions should be set forth in 
expressions that seem to be the most exalted 
moral principles cast into legal form." 

Comment: Does this remind anyone of 
the travesty of justice at the Nuremberg 
Trials? Or the continued imprisonment of 
Rudolf Hess? 


Protocol 9: “We have fooled, bemused 
and corrupted the youth of the goyim by 
rearing them in principles and theories which 
are known to us to be false although it is by 
us that they have been inculcated.”’ 

Comment: The Jewish origins of subjects 
like Marxism, sociology, social anthropology 
and so on were examined in a previous 
article in Spearhead (April, 1982). 


Unfortunately, shortage of space pre- 
cludes a more detailed examination of The 
Protocols — but the reader has only to 
examine them to find such gems as: “In 
countries known as progressive and en- 
lightened we have created a senseless, filthy, 
abominable literature." (Protocol 14) or: 
"To complete the ruin of the industry of the 
goyim we shall bring to the assistance of 
speculation the luxury which we have: 
developed among the goyim, that greedy 
demand for luxury which is swallowing up 
everything" (Protocol 6). 

Finally, the Chief Rabbi, Dr. Jakobovits, 
interviewed in The Guardian (7th August | 
1982) openly declared that the Jews were 
chosen to act as pathfinders for the world — 
he said Israel had a special place as the 
instrument to effect the Jew’s social 
engineering upon the world. 
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More about the ; 
Bader generation * 


JOHN TYNDALL replies to a reader's 
letter 


AN EXTREMELY LIVELY DEBATE has 
been sparked off by my article in the October 
issue prompted by the recent death of 
Group Captain Sir Douglas Bader and asking 
the question: why men like Sir Douglas, who 
were more than usually endowed with the 
qualities of leadership and patriotism, have 
not shown a greater spirit of active resistance 
to the post-war political betrayals of the 
country which they so nobly served in 
1939-45. 

A number of readers have offered their 
opinions as to the answer to this question, 
and these opinions have impelled me to say 
something more on the matter. One particular 
letter on the subject, that of a Mr. A. Ryan 
of London, we printed in its entirety on our 
correspondence page in the November issue. 
I felt it a good idea to do this because the 
letter is a perfect expression of the naivity of 
thinking that has inhibited so many people 
in post-war Britain from the action necessary 
to right what is wrong in our country. This is 
said in no spirit of intended personal offence 
to Mr. Ryan himself; his letter is by impli- 


cation a strong condemnation of the political: 


attitudes held by me and a great many 
others who have laboured hard for the 
patriotic cause over many years, and he must 
not mind if in our defence | also speak 
strongly. While I respect his right to his own 
opinion, | am unclear as to his active political 
record. I do know, on the other hand, that 
the point of view I intend to present here is 
representative of many who have a wealth of 
active experience, and it just may be that this 
experience qualifies us to speak with some 
authority on what is the right way and the 
wrong way to combat the forces destroying 
the British nation. 

Mr. Ryan and those like him may say in 
reply to this that, for all our activity, we 
have not so far succeeded in our objectives. 
Fair comment. But what comparable, let 
alone greater, success in doing anything can 
be claimed by those who embrace the 
attitudes set out in Mr. Ryan's letter? From 
where I stand it might be observed that, 
whereas we yet have much to do to succeed, 
they have not even made a start in that 
objective — for where is the political organis- 
ation or leadership in this country which, 
employing the approach that Mr. Ryan 
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recommends, has even caused a ripple on the 
political waters, let alone made some progress 
towards building up a nationwide following? 
The gist of Mr. Ryan's reasoning is that 
the Bader generation of war heroes have not 
seen fit to identify themselves with any 
active post-war patriotic movement because 
those movements which have emerged have 
allowed themselves to become tainted with 
the very Nazism that it was their mission in 
the war to fight. Had any such movements 
avoided this taint, the reasoning goes, the 
likes of Sir Douglas — or even for that 
matter Prince Charles (!!!) — may well have 
joined them or given them their support. 


PROPAGANDA 


The first observation one must make 
upon this argument is that it gives Sir Douglas 
Bader and those like him (we will forget 
Prince Charles for a moment) credit for very 
little intelligence. As men involved very 
much in the war, in some cases at quite a 
high level of decision-making, they will have 
become very well acquainted with the 
importance of the role of propaganda — a 
technique used with equal zeal by the 
Germans and the British but in the case of 
the latter with much more skill and devious- 
ness. With the quality of mind they must 
have had to conduct complicated battle 
operations on land, at sea and in the air with 
the success that many of them did, and with 
just an elementary awareness of the impor- 
tance and power of the propaganda weapon, 
they surely must not have been incapable of 
perceiving that so much of what passes in 
the press and broadcasting world as ‘public 
information' is in fact highly slanted news 
and views designed to serve, not the truth, 
but the particular political interests of those 
controlling such media. Was it beyond their 
capacity to deduce that this same propa- 
ganda technique operated in peacetime as 
in wartime? | 

In the case of Sir Douglas Bader there is 
that much greater reason to suppose that he 
was aware of such forces. He was a prisoner 
of the Germans for a part of the war and 
then and afterwards personally met and 
knew many German war aces some of whom 
must have been Nazis. His impressions and 


SIR-DOUGLAS BADER 
A lion in war but not in politics 


experiences thus gained surely must have 
been sufficient to make him aware of the 
gross distortion of National Socialism and its 
adherents manufactured in the lie factories 
of Fleet Street and elsewhere. And even if 
this did not induce him to want to be a 
National Socialist himself it surely should 
have led him to realise that those same lie 
factories were liable to slap the label ‘Nazi’ 
on just about anything or anyone of which 
they disapproved, regardless of whether such 
a label was warranted or not. 

To this Mr. Ryan and those like him 
may reply: ah but you are confusing between 
two types of intelligence and two types of 
intellect and knowledge. War aces like Sir 
Douglas Bader applied their intelligence to 
methods of waging war, in his case techniques 
of flying and aerial combat, to the merits of 
fighting aircraft and their design, to tactics 
of air warfare, etc. This is not the same as 
the intelligence and knowledge required to 
understand politics, which requires a 
different form of specialisation. 

This argument is not to be treated 
lightly for it has some merit. On considering 
it in some depth, however, | have come to 
the conclusion that it does not meet the case. 

Those of us who have played a leading 
role in the patriotic struggle over the past 
two or three decades almost certainly did 
not start out with any greater grasp of the 
complexities of politics than people like Sir 
Douglas. All we had was an instinctive. 
feeling that something was dreadfully wrong 
with our country and the motivation, as 
patriots, to do something about it. It was 
elementary from the beginning that the only 
field offering such possibilities was the 
political field, and therefore, not by choice 
but by necessity, we became political. 

Much of our thinking on political 
theory and action was in the first instance 
blind and confused, and only by sustained 
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study and experience did we penetrate 
through this confusion to a grasp of the 
realities of which we are aware today and 
which form the basis for our action. 

What is incomprehensible to me is not 
that men such as Sir Douglas Bader and 
thousands who shared his wartime experience 
and exploits did not start out life in the 
post-war period with a sophisticated know- 
ledge of politics — it is only natural that 
because of their previous specialisation they 
did not; what is incomprehensible is that 
they did not feel sufficiently repelled by 
what they saw in the shaping of the post- 
war world to want to oppose it and fight it, 
particularly in respect of its effect on their 
own country. Had they begun with that 
natural motivation and compulsion, it would 


have led them into political involvement, : 


and in the course of that political involve- 
ment they would have groped their way 
eventually to a recognition of the same 
political realities that we ourselves recognise. 
In other words, they would have become 
politically aware in time, if not immediately. 

. Mr. Ryan says that such men are 
possessive of a simple-minded, courtly, ultra- 
British decency, and as such recoil from any- 
thing that smacks of ‘National Socialism’. 
Maybe, but this does not answer the question 
as to why they did not show the initiative to 
take political action in their own way and 
according to their own lights and values, 
albeit that such action would have been of a 
different kind to ours. 


INITIATIVE IN GERMANY 


Perhaps Mr. Ryan may not be aware of 
it but many, many thousands of officers of 
the German armed forces faced after World 
War I a national situation in their country 
not entirely dissimilar to that pertaining in 
our country in more recent times. Granted 
that the personal suffering caused was very 
much greater in the-formér case but in both 
cases the evidence of national treason in 
high places was equally plain to any 
reasonably intelligent patriot. 

These German servicemen and ex- 
servicemen. of the post-1918 period were 
mostly fellows with the same sense of 
courtliness and decency as Bader and Co. 
They were in the main part, to quote Mr. 
Ryan's description of what he regards as the 
right type, “‘soldiers, not thugs . .. men and 
not murderers." Few of them had a sophisti- 
cated knowledge of politics or any strong 
preconceptions of 'ideology'; they were just 
simple patriots with the instinct to recognise 
that those governing their country were not 
patriotic and were selling that country down 
the river. From this came the compulsion to 
political action — what political action pre- 
cisely was a matter over which many of 
them were unclear, but at least some action 
was seen as imperative. 

There is not the slightest doubt that, so 
far as most of these men were concerned, 
the preferred course of action would be one 


in which the enemies of their country could 
be defeated without any departures from 
their soldiers code of honour, in other 
words with decency and chivalry — concepts 
as ingrained in the German tradition as in 
the Anglo-Saxon tradition and prominent in 
the ethos of the Teutonic Knights who were 
the forerunners of the Prussian military caste 
of hundreds of years later. 


POLITICAL ACTION 


It was in that tradition and spirit that 
many thousands of these men embarked 
upon political action to oppose the corrup- 
tion and treason of the Weimar Republic and 
the threat of the even more objectionable 
Communism that loomed over the near 
horizon. It was only after they had begun to 
grapple with these anti-national and anti- 
patriotic forces that it was brought home to 
them in the hard school of practical experi- 
ence that they were facing enemies of such 
viciousness and brutality, and with such 
little respect of the codes of honourable 
behaviour that were their own codes, that 
there just was no way that those enemies 
could be overcome by the use of kid gloves. 
When they ventured out onto the streets to 


demonstrate or march, those enemies came- 


and smashed them to pulp. When they held 
public meetings, those meetings were 
attacked with the blackjack and the cudgel 
and sometimes with even more lethal 
weapons. It was in these circumstances that 
German patriots were forced into organising 
their own bodies for self-defence, which in 
due course came to be known as the ‘storm- 
troops’. 

Sir Oswald Mosley was faced with 
exactly the same situation in this country in 
the 1930s. His first attempt at political 
action against the ‘establishment’ was the 
‘New Party’, in which any methods which 
smacked of ‘stormtroop’ tactics were 
eschewed. In due course he found that this 
mild and civilised approach did not deter red 
elements from coming and smashing up his 
meetings, and so he was compelled to 
organise his followers in such a manner as to 
ensure their and his physical survival. Thus 
did the ‘Blackshirts’ come into being. 

Likewise, Mosley began with no anti- 
Jewish policy and even welcomed Jews as 
members of his party. It was only after it 
had been found that Jews were dispropor- 
tionately represented among those who 
attacked his meetings and that Jewish 
business was organised to intimidate, by the 
threat of boycott, any newspapers disposed 
to support him — that in fact the entire 
Jewish community in Britain was being 
mobilised to smash the Mosley movement — 
that Sir Oswald was forced to acknowledge 
the existence of such a thing as a ‘Jewish 
Question’. To have run away from this 
reality would have been the height, not only 
of cowardice, but of dishonesty. It was 


.Mosley's belief that British politics had had 


enough of those two commodities and he 


rejected them. 

Let us now suppose that in the aftermath 
of World War II thousands of British ex- 
service officers of the type of Group Captain 
Bader had taken the same view of the state 
of affairs in their country as their German 
counterparts did in the 1920s and felt the 
same call of duty to act to remedy that state 
of affairs. It would have been absolutely 
understandable if Bader and Co. had started 
out with the intention of rejecting all 
methods that might be stigmatised as ‘Nazi’ 
and by contrast endowing their movement 
with all the virtues that decent and respect- 
able people in this country like to regard 
as ‘British’. 

No politically educated person would 
delude themselves for a moment that the 
good Sir Douglas would have got very far 
in this endeavour, let alone started to make 
some impact upon the political scene in this 
country, before all the forces of national 
corruption, treason and subversion were 
mobilised in a vicious and vituperative 
campaign against him, which campaign 
would certainly include the attempt to 
smash him physically by disruption of his 
meetings and intimidation and assault 
against his members, such as have been 
experienced by ourselves. 

Nor should anyone delude themselves 
that the Jewish Community of Britain would 
not organise itself against such a movement, 
just as it was organised against Mosley, 
regardless of whether the likes of Sir Douglas 
wanted any conflict with the Jews or not. 

In such events, those leading such a 
movement would have been forced out of 
necessity to come face to face with certain 
realities of political life, notwithstanding 
their desire in the first instance to avoid 


those realities by every means possible. They 


would have been forced to take measures to 
ensure their physical, survival in the face of 
riots and mayhem instigated by the far left 
and Zionist elements; they would have been 
forced to recognise — with the alternative of 
becoming liars — that organised Jewry in this 
country is the enemy of any political move- 
ment that may emerge with genuine 
pretensions to serve the principles of national 
sovereignty and racial self-preservation. 

Merely on the basis of the two latter 
principles, and even before any recognition 
of other questions, such a movement would 
probably have become dubbed as ‘Nazi’, 
‘Fascist’ and ‘extremist’, and afterwards it 
most certainly would have become so. 


PASSIVE ROLE 


But of course all this is pure hypothesis 
because such an event never happened. 
These war heroes did not even take the first 
steps towards leading a movement of patriotic 
resistance — or even of throwing their 
support behind such a movement after 
others had taken that initiative. They 
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THE BADER GENERATION 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


adopted, in reaction to post-war betrayals of 
Britain, an almost totally passive role — 
contenting themselves with the occasional 
newspaper article and little more. Their 
resistance to the nation’s enemies was about 
as stout as it would have been if, as the 


German bombers came over Britain in 1940 


and devastated London, Portsmouth, 
Coventry and other cities, they had merely 


muttered their disapproval and not taken off. 


to shoot those bombers out of the skies. 
This was the whole point of my article 
in October, and the point which Mr. Ryan 
and those like him seem to have missed. It 
was not that war veterans of the Bader type 
failed to endorse our particular type of 


political movement and become involved 
with it; it was that they failed to take any 


positive political action at all to combat the . 


rampant national treason that has charac- 
terised all post-war politics in this country. 
While still men in the prime of their lives, 
they reacted entirely passively to the 
successive betrayals of Britain by modern 
governments. Why? The question still 
remains unanswered. 


IT IS QUITE EVIDENT to students of 
history and politics that Jewish expansion in 
the Middle East could start the war to end 
all wars, a war that will mean the end of 
civilisation as we know it today. Ever since 
the Jews were allowed under false pretences 
to set up their state on very shaky found- 
ations in the Arab country of Palestine, they 
have sought to expand into other Arab lands 
and, to paraphrase Elgar's librettist, "Wider 
still and wider, shall their bounds be set.” 
The Jews' attack on Lebanon indicates their 
ultimate aim to gain the control of the 
‘vhole of the Middle East and the majority 
of the world's oil supplies. They will then 
hold up the world to ransom to agree to 
their terms — the conversion of The United 
Nations Organisation into their Messianic 
dream, World Government, with the unholy 
alliance of international finance and inter- 
national communism in full control, under 
the leadership of "God's chosen people.” 

The original cause of Middle East 
tension was the betrayal of Col. Lawrence of 
Arabia and the signing of the Balfour Declar- 
ation, which | now quote:— 


Foreign Office 
November 2nd 1917 
Dear Lord Rothschild, 

| have much pleasure in conveying to you, on 
behalf of His Majesty’s Government, the 
following declaration of sympathy with Jewish 
Zionist aspirations which have been submitted 
to, and approved by the cabinet. 

"His Majesty's Government view with favour 
the establishment in Palestine of a national 
home for the Jewish people, and will use their 
best endeavours to facilitate the achievement of 
this object, it being clearly understood that 
nothing shall be done which may prejudice the 
civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish 
communities in Palestine, or the rights and 
political status enjoyed by Jews in any other 
country.” 

| should be glad if you would bring this 
declaration to the knowledge of the Zionist 
Federation. 

Yours, 
Arthur Balfour. 


This was a colossal mistake on the part 
-of a weak, easily influenced politician, easily 
bribed like so many of them. The Arabs 
during the first world war, raised the 
equivalent of two army corps who, under 
the leadership of Col. Lawrence, helped us in 
no small measure to defeat the Turkish 
forces in the Middle East. This they did 
under the promise by our Government of 
their own complete independent states after 
the peace treaty. When this promise to them 
was treated as ''just a scrap of paper”, 
Lawrence resigned in disgust and joined the 
Air Force under an assumed name, Aircrafts- 
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ZIONISTS HAVE 
NO CASE 


by OLIVER GILBERT 


man Shaw. He was then murdered when 
riding his motor-cycle by a wire stretched 
across the road. He was ''disposed of" 
because he knew too much and could ''blow 
the whistle" on so many of our traitorous 
politicians. 

Up to November 2nd 1917, world 
Jewry had been backing Germany to win the 
war, but they found that Britain and France 
were fighting so hard that they decided to 
swop horses in mid-stream. With their 
"terrible power of the purse’’, they brought 
America into the war. Undoubtedly the 
Arabs and America turned the tide. The 
centre of Jewish world power passed to 
America. 

Many people are under the impression 
that Palestine was an entirely Jewish land 
with control of that most important area of 
the Middle East until the Emperor Hadrian 
rebuilt Jerusalem in 135 A.D. after it had 
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been destroyed by Titus in 70 A.D. After 
the rebuilding, Hadrian dispersed the Jews to 
other countries. The truth is that throughout 
Palestine’s long recorded history, the 
Hebrew-Israelite ethnic complex was only in 
a very small part of the country and for a 
comparatively short independent occupancy. 
Many other peoples have occupied and ruled 
the whole country for far longer periods, the 
Arabs of course having the longest occupancy 
from 637 up to 1919. 

Palestine in ancient times was generally 
known as the south-western section of Syria. 
The coastal plains were called the land of 
Canaan and the southern part was called 
Philista, or the land of the Philistines. Hence 
the name "Palestine", which sets its nascent 
historic status. The derivation of the name 


appears to give historical prestige to the 
Philistines, who in the 12th century occupied 
the rich Mediterranean coastlands from Tel 
Aviv to Gaza. 

Over this small but strategically most 
important country vast armies bent on 
conquest have surged and fought. It has so 
often been a bridge on the road between the 
Mesopotamian region, Persia, Assyria, Baby- 
lonia, Egypt, etc. Over thousands of years it 
has had many changes of ownership. It is not 
generally known that only two of the twelve 
tribes of Israel were Jews: the tribe of Judah 
and the tribe of Benjamin. The rest were 
definitely not Jews. The descendants of the 
original Jews are the Sephardics, who 
comprise only 10 per-cent of the world's 
Jews today. The remainder are Ashkenazim, 
descended from the mongol inhabitants of 
the Kazim Empire in Russia, whose ruler 
forced them to adopt Judaism in the eighth 
century. 

The eventually united Hebrew Kingdom 
during its short lifetime had three kings: 
Saul, David and Solomon. It existed only for 
about one hundred years, then quarrelling 
broke out after the death of Solomon and 
the nation broke into two, the northern and 
southern sections. The period of existence of 
the Hebrew-Israelite kingships, taking into 
consideration the three rulers of the united 
kingdom and the many kings who reigned on 
and off in the northern and southern 
sections (Samaria and Judea), lasted only a 
brief 400 years. On this shaky foundation 
the Zionists claim Palestine as their country. 

Turkey controlled the Palestine area for 
400 years, about the same time as the kings 
of ancient Israel. It is obvious, therefore, 
that the 400 years of Jewish occupation, 
when compared with the much longer 
occupation by Arabs and other races, under- 
lines the myth of "prior occupancy rights” 
so gullibly accepted by Christians of the 
World Council of Churches, who favour the 
aggression of the Zionists who consider 
themselves to be “the Master Race”. The 
fact that over two million Arabs have had 
their lands and their property stolen from 
them and their homes occupied by the 
immigrant invaders, backed by the powerful 
Jews of America, and that today they eke 
out a miserable existence in desolate refugee 
camps, does not trouble the smug consciences 
of these so-called Christians. They are 
abandoned as ''the forgotten people", living 
on scraps of charity for the rest of their 
miserable lives. That is why | have a great 
deal of sympathy for the Arabs. 


BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH (No. 6) 


Publicity 


It is elementary that there are two ways for the party to publicise 
itself: firstly by means of its own publicity material and secondly by 
getting itself reported in the newspapers and on TV and radio. We 
have already dealt with the distribution of the party’s own publicity 
material in previous sections; it is time here to deal with the matter 
of achieving publicity by means of being reported in the established 
mass media. 

Earlier in this series we have emphasised that the entire mass 
media in this country are controlled by our political enemies. It is 
vital that this fact be remembered in all approaches to publicity. 

It means, in effect, that there is almost no chance anywhere or 
at any time of the party being favourably reported in the newspapers 
or by the broadcasting services. Reporting is going to vary from the 
neutral to the decidedly unfavourable, mostly the latter. - 

The party has therefore had to make the decision: is it better to 
be reported unfavourably or not at all? Abundant experience has 
taught us that it is in most cases better to be reported unfavourably 
than not at all. 

By no means all of the British population believes what they 
read or hear from the media. An increasing proportion is coming 
around to the realisation that the media are biased and liable at 
times to lie. If the party is publicised in the media, even in an un- 
favourable light, many people will be informed of our existence and 
will seek us out to find out more about us. One piece of party 
literature or one meeting with a party representative can then undo 
any unfavourable impression gained of the party through biased 
reporting. But if there is no reporting, people will not ever hear 
about the party except through the accident of coming into 
possession of one of our leaflets or papers. It is therefore much 
better that the party be continually publicised in the mass media, 
even though this may involve a great deal of unfavourable publicity. 


USING THE LOCAL MEDIA 


At branch level we are dealing mainly with publicity in the local 
media, i.e. in the local newspaper or (if there is one) on the local 
radio station. Let us straightaway be under no illusion as to what is 
meant by ‘local’ in these contexts. 

Nearly all ‘local papers’ in the United Kingdom are in fact 
owned by large national or international press combines and expected 
to conform to policies decided by the heads of those combines. This 
does not mean that there is absolutely no editorial freedom; in 
practice some editorial freedom will exist and will vary from one 
paper to another in accordance with the valuation placed upon an 
editor by his employers. The better he is and the more successful the 
paper he runs, the more latitude he will be allowed. The latitude, 
however, is never total. No editor would be allowed, for instance, to 
print an article or story praising our party, and every editor knows 
that. Some editors, however, may be permitted to print articles or 
stories about us that are, while not favourable, at least not too heavily 
biased against us and in any event honest and factual. 

It must also be realised that journalists are controlled to a great 
degree, not only by their employers, but additionally by their union, 
the NUJ. This is a heavily left-wing dominated union, which has 
been known to apply intense pressure against its members to report 
the activities of Nationalist organisations in the most unfavourable 
light possible, or alternatively not to report them at all. 

A great many newspaper editors are themselves left-wing 
orientated. Those who are not have to contend with pressures from 
above on the part of their employers and from below on the part of 
members of their staff obeying union dictates. 

In the case of local radio stations, reporters and programme 
controllers are also likely to be members of the NUJ and in any event 


with political leanings in most cases opposite to cur own. It is also a 
fact that these radio stations, as well as newspapers, can be pressured 
by those companies to whom they sell a large amount of advertising 
time or space, which factors also operate to our disadvantage. 

In the circumstances which we have just described, it is obvious 
that there are formidable handicaps placed in the path of local branch 
organisers who seek to bring the party to the notice of the public by 
means of local media publicity. This, however, is not a reason for 
despair. In most areas there is much that still can be achieved. 

The first thing that a branch organiser must do is conduct a 
survey of the media facilities in the locality and try to ascertain what’ 
their political slant is. Who and what sort of person is the editor of 
the local paper? What sort of columnists and reporters are on the 
staff? Is there one of them, or are there more, who might be inclined 
at least to be fair towards the party, if not favourable? Likewise with 
the staff of the local radio station, if there is one. | 

It should. then be the aim of the organiser, or some branch 
official thereby appointed, to establish a good personal relationship 
with any such people. It is surprising how much a report on the 
party might be modified in its hostility if our own representative is 
personally liked by whomever is doing the reporting, even though 
there may still be a divergence of political views. 

Once such relationships are established, it should be the policy 
of the branch to provide the reporters or editors in question with 
news releases of any branch activities, both before and after the 
event, that ought to be of public interest. Notwithstanding all that 
we have said about the control and bias of the media, there are some 
areas in which this procedure will pay dividends and reports will 
occur which do not reflect too badly on the party and which at least 
keep it in the news. Whether yours is such an area is of course a 
matter of luck, but there is no excuse for not trying — for that is 
often the only way to find out. 

Sometimes the party can profit from a different situation. In 
some areas the local newspaper is under the control of really vicious 
hard-line leftists. The advantage of this is that journalists of this type 
can be so obsessed with the ‘bogey’ of Nationalism that they cannot 
stop themselves regularly writing vitriolically about it. They feel the 
need constantly to ‘expose’ us and remind their readers of how awful 
we are. This can be turned to our advantage, for such journalists 
usually betray what they are by the hysteria of their writings and 
consequently do not have too high a credibility rating with their 
readership. Constant attacks on the party from their pens can have 
a positive effect in the way of stimulating interest among the public 
on the basis of the Shakespearean adage that “he doth protesteth 
too much!" | 

Branches in areas where the local newspaper is of this type 
should lose no opportunity to be constantly supplying the paper 
with bits of news — even to the extent sometimes of inflating items 
of news beyond their real importance. 


TRICKS OF THE TRADE 


Sometimes it is even opportune to 'feed' news to such journalists 
in such a way as to give the impression that it is coming from an 
opponent. A quick phone-call from an irate 'anti-Nationalist' to the 
local editor expressing 'outrage' at some recent manifestation of the 
party presence, or a letter to the paper couched in the same vein, can 
achieve a great deal. In addition, antagonistic letters can provide a 
cue for letters of reply defending the party's point of view. Even 
where the editor is decidedly hostile to the party, he or she may feel 
constrained to print such replies if only to maintain the paper's 
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BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


reputation as a guardian of ‘democracy’ and ‘free speech’. 

We must always remember that in the matter of our relations 
with the mass media we are ina situation of war — and furthermore 
a war in which our adversary acts against us with scant regard for 
principle or for rules of fair play. That adversary possesses all the big 
guns on his side and uses them without qualm and without mercy. In 
such a war we are fully justified in using what forms of subterfuge 
we can in defending ourselves and getting in our own counter-blows. 

In any event, wherever there is a local newspaper prepared to 
print letters from our party representatives this facility should be 
used to the utmost and a constant stream of such letters should find 
their way to the editor’s desk. Occasionally, after a large number of 
such letters has been published the editor may feel that it is time to 
give more space to other letters. In that case the branch should be 
patient and wait for an opportunity later to resume the barrage of 
correspondence — perhaps in a few weeks or months time. 

One vital factor should never be forgotten in dealing with the 
local media. Local journalists are always on the lookout for ‘news’, 
whether that news is ‘nice’ or ‘nasty’. While there is usually an 
abundance of news at national and international level, interesting 
local news is often in short supply — particularly in small provincial 
towns where nothing very dramatic usually occurs. One famous 
newspaper proprietor, the American Randolph Hearst, even went so 
far as to instruct his journalists to go out and make news themselves 
when they could not find interesting enough news made by others. 
This is an illustration of just how news-hungry newspapers are. We 
should always be on the lookout for ways of exploiting this news- 
hunger to our own advantage. 

In a previous section we dealt in some detail with the art of 
leaflet distribution. Organisers should not forget that a leaflet that is 
reported and whose contents are described in the local paper is 
worth many thousands of leaflets given out to members of the 
public (the same of course is true of wall posters). When any new 
leaflet or poster comes out, therefore, it is always a good idea to 
make sure that one copy comes to the notice of the local paper. 
Sometimes it may be better to arrange this on behalf of some ‘out- 
raged member of the local public’, who has had a leaflet put through 
his door or seen an ‘offensive’ poster stuck on a nearby wall! 

Sometimes great economies of money and effort can be achieved 
by printing a leaflet in very small quantities and, instead of delivering 
it to the general public directly, just distributing the few copies in 
places where they are likely to provoke an excited response on the 
part of the local press. Sometimes this method has succeeded to the 
point where the press reproduces the leaflet in full on its front page! 


PROVOKING THE ENEMY 


We must never forget that those who are our sworn political 
opponents, including those opponents who have access to the 
columns of newspapers, do not always react rationally and clinically 
to our propaganda. Often their reaction is a highly emotive one, and 
this can play into our hands. Stung into anger, they feel the com- 
pulsion to give us a blast in their columns, whereas it would better 
serve their purpose to ignore us. Left-wing 'communicators' in 
= particular are often vain and egotistical characters, in love with the 
sound of their own voices and with the appearance of their diatribes 
in print. They are never happier in these regards than when attacking 
Nationalists. We should oblige them by giving them plenty to attack! 

One particular species of opponent should not be left out of the 
reckoning here. This is your local MP. Not only do many MPs belong 
to the category just mentioned but they also are constantly on the 
look-out for opportunities to curry favour with those parts of their 
electorate whom they see as their most likely sources of votes. 
Where immigrants comprise a large section of the voters, members or 
would-be members of Parliament — or for that matter aspirant local 
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councillors — will be falling over themselves to appear as the 
immigrants' champions. In this situation they will be only too 
pleased to be provided with pretexts for attacking our party and 
having their attacks reported in the local media — as they are likely 
to be. Party activities of the kind that provoke such attacks are 
therefore to be encouraged, as long as they do not have the effect of 
harming innocent people. 


POLITICAL JU-JITSU 


These are just a few examples of the techniques that can be 
employed to attract local media publicity for the branch. It will be 
noted that they are based mainly on the principle that those giving 
us publicity are likely to be enemies and not friends and that there- 
fore the publicity is not likely to be of a complimentary nature. We 
are in effect using a kind of political ju-jitsu by exploiting the weight 
of our adversary to manoeuvre him into a position that is to our 
tactical advantage. This must be our policy — until such time as the 
enemy media monopoly is broken and we have the facilities of the 
media at our own disposal. That time is still quite a long way away. 

There is one important qualification that must be made to this 
rule. Media publicity must never become an end itself but must 
always be recognised as a means to an end. Annoying the enemy and 
provoking him into attacks on you can sometimes be the source of a 
certain perverse enjoyment. Such an enjoyment can become 
dangerous if it is allowed to become the principal consideration 
behind the seeking of publicity in the enemy media. Activities that 
portray the party in the most provocative and ludicrous light will of 
course very likely be reported for that very reason, but this does not 
mean that such reports will do the party any good. Care must always 
be taken to ensure that publicity projects and campaigns are 
conceived first and foremost with a view to their being exploited to 
the ultimate political benefit of the party and not to satisfy the 
desire to upset those people whom we dislike or any exhibitionist 
urge that may exist within our own ranks. 


WINNING THE MINORITY 


At this phase of its development, the party knows that it cannot 
win the support of the majority of the people of this country to the 
extent of persuading that majority to vote for it at the polls. Our 
purpose is to appeal to a politically serious minority of the kind 
from which we can recruit good active members and which will 
support us financially. With this purpose in mind, we are not worried 
if we are publicly condemned in terms of the presently prevailing 
political values of liberalism, internationalism and multi-racialism — 
for it is our obvious aim to become identified as the opponents of 
those values; what we must strive to avoid is condemnation of the 
kind that reflects badly on our character as people, on the seriousness 
and adult nature of our party and its principles and on the dignity of 
our public representatives. In other words, we must win respect even 
where we cannot immediately win support. We can afford to be 
depicted as 'dangerous' and even 'objectionable' in our political aims 
but we cannot afford to be seen as juveniles or buffoons. 

Many will not support us today for the reason that they still 
hope that the national problems which concern them are capable of 
solution within the orthodox political system, but they may well 
support us in the future as the overwhelming national crisis that is to 
come provides evidence that there is no alternative. In such an event 
what seem to many to be harsh policies today can become recognised 
as necessary policies tomorrow. Publicity therefore which lays 
emphasis on the alleged 'harshness' of our policies is not to be 
shunned but, on the contrary, is to be welcomed as much more 
preferable to no publicity at all. What must be shunned is publicity 
which shows us in a ridiculous and pathetic light, incapable of ever 
dealing with the nation's problems whether by harsh means or other- 
wise. The pursuit of public attention for its own sake — divorced 
from any serious political objective — can have the latter effect and 
must be avoided at all times. 


IVOR BENSON 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to 
BEHIND THE NEWS, P.O. Box 1564, 
Krugersdorp 1740, South Africa. 


ISRAELI DEFENCE MINISTER GENERAL 
ARIEL SHARON is said to have “‘fidgetted 
nervously” and “fiddled constantly with his 
spectacles" as he gave evidence in Jerusalem 
on October 25 before a commission set up 
to investigate the massacre of hundreds of 
civilians, including women and children, at 
the Sabra and Chatila refugee camps in 
Beirut. According to the latest Red Cross 
estimate up to 1500 men, women and 
children were massacred in the two camps. 

We are also told in a Reuter report that 
*several times the Defence Minister asked 
the commission to hear his testimony in 
private", but was told that he could reserve 
until later any evidence which could not be 
given in public. 

Earlier evidence from the Army Chief of 
Staff and his intelligence officers had all 
been given in private, General Sharon being 
thus the first to give at least part of his 
evidence in public. 

The fact that the largest protest rally in 
Israel’s history, attended by an estimated 
350,000, had angrily demanded a full state 
inquiry, many of those present even calling 
for his resignation, may help to explain also 
the beads of sweat on General Sharon's face 
in 7ime magazine's October 4 cover-page 
picture of him facing the microphones at a 
Press conference. 

What can all this mean, if not that the 
events leading to the Beirut massacre, and 
the massacre itself, have become a source of 
great political danger to the Israeli Govern- 
ment and to the world Zionist movement in 
general? 

General Sharon finds himself under the 
necessity of choosing his words with extreme 
care and circumspection. The commission is 
more or less bound to find that SOMEONE 
was responsible — but who? 


DODGING OF BLAME 


The Government is desperately anxious 
to avoid being held responsible; the Army 
has already indicated that it will not allow 
itself to be blamed; and it would be some- 
what risky to try to make a scapegoat of 
Major Sa'ad Haddad's so-called "Christian 
Militia", even if these were almost certainly 
the actual perpetrators of the massacre. . 

The problem which had Defence Minister 
Sharon fidgetting nervously was this: how is 
he to acquit himself of responsibility for a 
monstrous crime committed by a military 
force which the Israeli Government created 
and has for a number of years trained and 
equipped and used for its own purposes? 

As was only to be expected, much recent 


Jews in ‘Christian’ 


Militia 


‘Lebanese Moslems — victims of massacre in September 


pro-Zionist propaganda, disseminated world- 
wide as news by the establishment media, 
has sought to represent the so-called Christian 
Militia as an autonomous fighting force 
which just happened to share with the Israelis 
a bitter dislike of the Palestinian Arabs and 
of Muslims generally. 

A vastly different picture is presented 

by foreign correspondent Jim Taylor in a 
report from Beirut written and mailed 
BEFORE THE ISRAELIS LAUNCHED 
THEIR ATTACK ON LEBANON, and pub- 
lished in the July 12 issue of The American 
Sunbeam* — a report all the more trust- 
worthy for having been uninfluenced by the 
outraged feelings which have coloured much 
subsequent reporting from the Middle East. 

Jim Taylor writes: 

“I located 41 American mercenaries serving 
with the militia of the so-called ‘Major’ Sa'ad 
Haddad, a renegade Arab soldier who has been 
disowned by his own people, and who commands 
the Israeli-backed rightist group which controls 

. a border enclave in south Lebanon. The entire 
cost of financing the military operations of this 
band of murderous outlaws who are without 
any official ties with any country, except Israel, 
is borne by the Zionists. . . 

“You will sometimes see this fighting unit 
mentioned in US newspapers where it is always 
referred to most piously as the ‘Christian Militia’. 
Well, let me tell you first of all that the only 
thing Christian about this group is that they kill 
Christians, Moslems, and anyone else that Israel 
orders them to go against, including innocent 
children at play. 

“I asked one Arab sergeant in this outfit about 
using the name ‘Christian Militia’. He explained 
that this name was thought up in Israel because 
the Zionists wanted the outside world to think 
it was just that type of military unit...” 


"THEY COMMIT FALSEHOOD’ 


Jim Taylor continues: 


“Of the 41 Americans I found there, 38 were 
American Jews ... Michael Field (one of them) 


told me, their primary loyalty lies with Israel. 
He and his comrades-in-arms get their uniforms, 
weapons, and pay from the Israelis. But the 
Zionists would like the American public to be 
kept in the dark about this so you will believe 
that this militia is entirely of Arab Christian 
origin. 

"Of the three non-Jewish Americans, the 
most interesting character was a drawling 
country boy from Alabama, who had been an 
American Army sergeant. Ben Lancaster said 
his only reason for being there was ‘because the 
money was good’. Neither he nor any of the 
others voiced any lofty ‘Christian’ motives for 
being members of an illegal Israeli fighting force. 

“So what you really have here is a bunch of 
American Jews, non-Jews, Europeans, twin-coat 
Arabs, and Israelis, all fighting under a false 
banner of ‘Christian Militia’.” 


Lebanese Member of Parliament Jubran 
Tawc, speaking on behalf of the Maronites, 
the country’s largest and most important 
Arab Christian community, is quoted by 
Taylor as saying: “The Israeli-backed Arab 
bands have no religion or politics. Their 
threat is the threat of the Zionists, which in 
reality means the stolen farm, the bombed 
home and the murdered child." 

The reporting of events in the Middle 
East by South Africa's Jewish Press is contra- 
dictory even to the point of being amusing. 
Thus, in the September 28 issue of the 
Jewish Herald, Israel is self-righteously 
described in massive front-page heading as 
having been made the “‘World’s Scapegoat”, 
followed three days later by a report in the 
Zionist Record, under the heading ':350,000 
demand inquiry", in which it is made clear 
that it is the Israelis themselves who are now 
the government's most formidable critics. 


*The American Sunbeam can be obtained 
from 1906 Lowell Road, Springdale, Arizona 
72764, U.S.A. 
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SOME TIME AGO, several newspapers and 
magazines carried strip-featurettes showing 
oddities and freaks from all over the world. 
Such bizarre examples as a dog with six legs, 
a Japanese man with a mouth so large that 
he could swallow his nose and an Indian 
fakir who walked around with his arm in the 


air for twenty years, after which time it had 


withered into a spindly black stick. 

These and other similar pieces of odd 
information were the brain-child of an 
American by the name of Robert E. Ripley. 
His series was called ‘Believe it or not’. 
Indeed, it became so popular that there was, 
and maybe still is, a sideshow of that name 
on the Golden Mile in Blackpool. 

Ripley fans would wax lyrical about his 
claim that it was possible for the total world 
population to stand side by side on the Isle 
of Wight, and sceptics would hoot with 
derision at the suggestion that if all the 
Chinese people jumped up and down at the 
same time, the resulting tidal wave would 
engulf half the North American continent! 
Ripley indeed made a name for himself as 
the undisputed master of the incredible, 
while at the same time declaring that all his 
snippets of information were true. 

And now, gentle reader, after you have 
digested and accepted such little gems as 
these, let me give you Ripley Updated! 


kkk 


Believe it or not, but the Labour Councillors 
in the London borough of Brent recently 
advertised for school governors. O.K., you 
ask, so what? Schools need governing bodies 
in orderto function efficiently ;they are useful 
in parent-teacher relationships and in planning 
leisure programmes; and play a large part in 
the selection of teaching staff. I agree. 

Usually governors are selected from 
local businessmen and women, magistrates, 
lay preachers and the like. The position is 
purely voluntary and is unpaid, but never- 
theless it is accepted that applicants should 
be of good character and of moral stability. 
One would expect to find these honorary 
positions advertised in the local press, in 
church magazines and possibly in the local 
library. One would not, repeat not, expect 
to find them advertised in . . . wait for it, 
folks, in Gay News! | cannot recall the 
actual wording of this advert, but it must 
have surely meant — if it didn't actually say 
— something like this: ‘Perverts wanted for 
a responsible position connected with the 
education and guidance of young children, 
so come on ducky and queen it down to 
your tolerant and understanding local 
council offices." 


k*k 


Believe it or not, this same bunch of loonies 
is deciding to spend £80,000 of ratepayers’ 
money on four potential teachers. This sum 
will cover one year’s initial training at the 
North London Polytechnic followed by a 
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BRITAIN’S BLACKS 
Now getting special privileges in education 
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further four years’ 
Training College. 

Oh yes, I know what you're going to 
say; it goes something like this:— 

"Well, it's a good idea to provide these 
four people who are unemployed with the 
chance of a lasting career, good luck to them!” 

Ah, just a minute, I forgot to tell you, 
these four are black! 

"So what? Why shouldn't they have the 
the same chance as Whites? Probably with 
the training given plus their present qualifi- 


training at Teacher 


cations, they will make very good teachers." 
What qualifications? 
"You mean that they 
required number of *A' levels?" 
They ain't got any ‘A’ levels. 
“Oh, come on, not any?” 
Nope, none. 
"What about ‘O’ levels then?" 
Huh? 
“Not just two or three?" 


haven't the 


Contd. on next page 


Huh? 

“One?” 

Not one! 

“I don’t believe it.” 

I don’t blame you. | 

But then again, folks, we can't dis- 
criminate against them just because they 
aren't qualified, can we? Ah well, in a few 
years' time these four jokers may be teaching 
your kids the three‘Rs’ . . . Raping, Rioting 
and Revolution! 


kkk 


Believe it or not, but the Marxist-dominated 
Sheffield City Council, in their infinite 
wisdom, have decided to name a street after 
Dr. Salvador Allende, the former Marxist 
president of Chile. Allende, if you remember, 
boasted of his being the only democratically 
elected Marxist leader. This incidentally was 
not true; he never received the majority 
mandate of the electorate, but be that as it 
may, the councillors of the capital city of 
the Soviet Republic of South Yorkshire see 
fit to honour his memory nine years after 
his death. 

When representatives from the local 
press called to see the Labour leader, they 
were told that he was not available for 
comment since he was out of the country at 
the time. As a matter of fact, Councillor 
David Blunkett was on a council visit to... 
go on then, guess . . . Yes, folks, that's it! To 
Russia, of course, where else? 


kkk 


Believe it or not, but 43-years-old Marxist 
West Indian, Anselm Samuel has been 
convicted of assault and fined £200. 

“So what’snew?’ 

He’s been suspended from his job as a 
youth worker. 

“Yes, | expect he will have been.” 

That’s right, a sub-committee of the 
Inner London Education Authority decided 
to suspend him from his £7,000 a year part- 
time position in a youth centre. Mind you, 
-he’s been in trouble before. 

. “Makes you wonder how he got the job 
in the first place." 

Yes, especially since he has served six 
months imprisonment for knocking a police- 
man unconscious. 

"Good for the sub-committee, I think 
they did right!” 

Ah well, the Inner London Education 
Authority overruled the sub-committee's 
decision, and... 

"Don't tell me, reinstated him?" 

No, they didn't. 

“OR 

They promoted him to an £11,000 job. 

“As a youth worker?” 

No, as a lecturer! 

“That’s so stupid it's just got to be true. 
Tell me, this latest assault conviction, what 
did he do?" 

He had an argument with someone over 
a parking space. 


“And he lost his temper and struck him?" 
No, he stabbed him with a screwdriver. 
“Tm sorry I asked!" 


* * * 


Believe it or not, but during the annual 
conference of the National Union of Teachers, 
about four hundred of them last April 
gathered together at a Scarborough night- 
spot for an end-of-conference dance. At the 
close of the evening's entertainment, the 
disc-jockey ended the function by playing 
"Land of Hope and Glory'. This proved to be 
about as popular as a pork pie in a synagogue! 

A union spokesman said later, “It was 
totally tactless to spoil everything by playing 
‘Land of Hope and Glory’. We couldn't have 


. been more offended if he'd rounded off with 


‘God Save The Queen’.”’ 


* * * 


Believe it or not, but during the Falklands 
conflict when our servicemen were fighting 
and dying thousands of miles away, people 
were marching through London shouting 
slogans like “Stop the war’, ‘Bring back the 
Task Force’ and ‘Disband the armed services’. 
Do you believe this? 

“Oh, come off it, this is going too far." 

No, no, I assure you that it is true. 

"Oh, all right then, they were Argen- 
tinians." 

Not at all, they were British, or rather 
they said they were British! 


“Well, were they irresponsible lunatics? 


A mindless mob?" 
Yes, some may have been, but there 
were others who could be called responsible! 
“Such as?" 


Parliamentary figures . . 
for example. 

"And she was arrested?" 

No. 

"Was anybody arrested?" 

Oh, yes. 

"One of the mindless lunatics?” 

No, actually, it was a man who pro- 
tested at this traitorous gathering, and who 
started shouting at them. 

"Oh, I see, he was being threatening and 
abusive." 

Well, not exactly, he shouted ‘‘Bomb 
Argentina" and ‘God bless the Royal 
Marines." 

"Ah, but wasn't he released after the 
march had gone past?" 

No, as a matter of fact he was taken to a 
Magistrates’ Court, prosecuted, found guilty 
of a breach of the peace and fined twenty 
pounds! 

“Now that I can't believe." 

It's true, right enough. I know the man 
personally, a loyal Briton. As a matter of 
fact he's a member of British Movement. 

"Hmm, now I believe it, obviously 
someone had to be arrested — better a 
known trouble-making fascist than an MP, 
what?" 

Of course. That's what democracy is 
all about! 


. Judith Hart, 


Xxx 


Ripłey’s collection of odd facts and 
events, as true as they may have been, were 
intended to amuse and inform in a light- 
hearted way. There is, however, nothing 
amusing about these present-day examples 
of incredulity. Unfortunately, in this sick 
corrupt society of ours, there is nothing 
really surprising about them either! 
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pta " 


letters 


SIR: I read with great interest Robert Greg- 
ory s article on the Mosley movement but I 
must take issue with him on some of his 
observations. 


He states that the Rothermere press init- 


ially gave its support to the movement bel- 
lieving it to be nothing more than a ginger 
group for Conservatism and then withdrew 
that support as a result of discovering that 
the movement was revolutionary. 

It is quite possible that such thoughts 
did influence Lord Rothermere when he 
decided to back Mosley but there was a 
much more ptactical and down-to-earth 
reason for his action in later withdrawing 
this backing. He was intimidated by Jew- 
ish business, which threatened to cancel 
the many advertisements which Jewish firms 
had placed with Rothermere’s papers. 

This was made clear in Mosley's auto- 
biography My life, in which he described 
the meeting with Rothermere at which the 
latter informed him of the immense press- 
ures that had been brought against him to 
terminate his association with the Blackshirt 
movement, and it was confirmed by Ran- 
dolph Churchill, himself no supporter of 
Fascism, who said: “I have seen the Daily 
Mail abandon the support of Sir Oswald 
Mosley in the thirties under the pressure of 
Jewish advertisers.’ 

Mr. Gregory further states that the rec- 
-ognition of the revolutionary — as distinct 
from Conservative — nature of the move- 
ment had a much more general effect of 
alienating the many middle class elements 
that had supported it in its early stages. 

. True, but it should not be assumed, as 
might be the case from a reading of Mr. 
Gregory's analysis, that this was entirely on 
account of such a revolutionary programme 
offending against deeply held convictions 
and principles; to a very great extent it 
was due to the innate social, economic and 
occupational cowardice of a large portion 
of the British bourgeoisie. By late 1934 the 
enemies of Fascism (and indeed any form 
of Nationalism) had organised themselves 
well, and it had become exceedingly risky 
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for people well placed in society and in the 
nation’s leading careers, professions and 
businesses to be publicly identified with 
such a phenomenon. The result was that, 
whereas a vast reservoir of silent support for 
Mosley still existed in these quarters, that 
support was not open. Probably if the crisis 
in the country had developed, as in Germ- 
any and Italy, to the point at which these 
classes had little left to lose, the picture 
would have been different, but, as Mr. 
Gregory correctly states, this did not happ- 
en and these classes were for the main part 
cushioned against the worst effects of the 
economic breakdown of the period. 

Finally I should comment on a suppos- 
ition that seems to be implicit in what Mr. 
Gregory has written, as well as in many 
other accounts of the Blackshirt movement 
of the 1930s. This is the supposition that 
the movement somehow ‘failed’ and must 
therefore be thought to have been in some 
way faulty ifi its conception and develop- 
ment. 

As John Tyndall pointed out in his obit- 
uary of Mosley in the January 1981 issue, 
how can we speak of the 'failure' of a 
movement which was only given 7 years 
from the time of its foundation to the com- 
ing of the Second World War, which effec- 
tively put an end to any possiblities of its 
further existence? In retrospect, it must be 
realised that in a country like Britain a 
much longer time-scale must be set for the 


achievement of power by such a movement. 


The facts are that in the first two years of 
its existence the BUF enjoyed a mushroom 
growth that is not uncommon in movements 
that are novel and perhaps in accordance 
with a passing fashion. Thereafter it suf- 
fered a loss in numerical and financial sup- 


port as the ‘fashionable’ flavour receded 


and those who had joined without any truly 
serious thought as to what they were getting 
themselves into ran away and embraced 


new, somewhat less controversial and per- 


sonally hazardous fashions. What then 
remained was the serious hard core, and 
that of course is the essential material of 
which all movements are made. There is 
absolutely no evidence to suggest that, had 
it not been for the coming of the war, this 
hard core, presuming that it remained in 
being and conditioned itself to a realistic 
strategy and time-scale for the achieve- 
ment of power, could not have been the 
nucleus of a greatly expanded movement 
later, when conditions returned which 
could have provided the right stimulus to 
the movement's growth. 

In fact there were some signs at the end 
of the 1930s that the BUF was about to 
embark on an upward trend once again, as 
fresh reservoirs of support were forthcoming 
from among those who opposed a second 
conflict with Germany and looked to Mos- 
ley as the man who might avert that con- 


flict. Some evidence of this was provided 
by the size of the attendance at the vast 
Earls Court rally in 1939, which, in con- 
trast to that at Olympia 5 years earlier, 
took place in perfect order and which was 
in fact the largest indoor political meeting 
to have been held anywhere in the world up 


'to that time. 


The message that comes out of Mr. 
Gregory's mostly excellent article and out 
of the experience of the Nationalist move- 
ment in Britain both pre-war and post- war 
is that the success or failure of Nationalism 
must not be judged in terms of the ephem- 
eral waxing and waning of Nationalist par- 
ties in response to changing national con- 
ditions but in terms of our effectiveness in 
implanting an entirely new tradition of 
political thought and action in this country 
and instituting an organisation that will 
survive the ups and downs of party politics 
to become firmly rooted in the nation's 
life, so that when the eventual moment of 
opportunity for power does come — some- 
thing the timing of which none of us can 
predict at this stage — it will be there and 
ready to step into the breach, having not 
previously evaporated by the disillusion- 
ment of having over-optimistic hopes un- 
fulfilled. 

JAMES THURGOOD 
London S. W. 2 


SIR: Myopia is a condition widespread in 
Britain today. Mr. A. Ryan’s letter is a 
good example. 

The folk heroes of Democracy, like 
their commercial counterparts, are like the 
monkey with its paw in the vase, unwilling 
to release it because it is unwilling to let 
go the goodies held in its grasp. 

Why cite Nazi bogymen as an excuse 
for cowardice? Is the red assassin less 
odious? Subtract the victims of the former 
from those of the latter — is this not the 
answer that is making apes of us all? 

The British throne is sacrosanct — the 
House of Windsor is not. If a British Mon- 
arch, ostensibly the ‘Defender of the 
Faith’, calls in the local Rabbi to carry out 
a little penial surgery, her subjects are 
entitled to protest at the introduction of 
such an alien religious act. 

By the same token, if a negrophile 
Prince of Hanoverian extraction insists on. 


^ playing to the gallery, no surprise should 
| be expressed if the response is a resounding " 


raspberry. 
K. ALLVEY 
Dagenham, Essex 


SIR: According to Mr. Ryan's letter, we 
should be grateful that Prince Charles did 
not marry one of the Three Degrees but is 
just a fan of theirs. Big deal! 
L. FARMER (Mrs.) 
Chorley, Lancs. 


ON MASONRY 


I HAVE on many occasions been asked to launch attacks 

on Masonry. My invariable reply is to request precise 
details of each charge to be levelled, together with the 
names, addresses and telephone numbers of those con- 
cerned. To the best of my recollection, that has always 
been the last I heard of the matter. I have seen Masonry 
— or, rather, certain Masons — working for such shoddy 
ends as preferment in the Army or contracts and rake-offs 
in municipal affairs. That the same thing occurs on 
national and international levels I do not doubt. The vast 
majority of Masons known to me, however, are eminently 
respectable people who would scorn to use what they 
regard as their Masonic ideals for base purposes. It 
mystifies me that they should take their palpable mumbo- 
jumbo seriously, but I am convinced that in Great Britain 
there is nothing per se sinister in the business, at any rate 
up to and including the fourth degree. There have been 
many rumours to the contrary, but I have still to be 
presented with one fact. 

We do know, of course, that Grand Orient Freemasonry 
is revolutionary and evil, and that by association with it 
the Ancient Scottish Rite, if perhaps only in its higher 
reaches, is to be held suspect. We are also justified in 
treating with grave suspicion those Gentiles who are made 
welcome by B'nai B'rith. There is the further belief, 
pretty generally held, that the thirty-third degree is the 
repository of secrets relating to the subversion, or per- 
version, of existing institutions for the benefit of the inter- 
national financial cabal which seeks to rule the world. 
Here again, however, only the thirty-third degree of certain 
orders may be involved. 


SAFE RULE 


I would argue that it is a safe rule for scholars who 
attach importance to exactitude, and, where that cannot 
be attained, to strong probability, never to do more than 
make a mental note of a man's membership of a high 
Masonic degree unless it ties in with other of his known 
activities. There may be no particular advantage in 
knowing that a Mr. Frank Robinson of Wigan is a thirty- 
third degree Mason, but it would be significant if it 
transpired that a Franklin D. Roosevelt had achieved, that 
eminence. The thirty-third degreeship of a Mr. Timms of 
Torrington would not have the same significance as the 
thirty-third degreeship of a Mr. Harry S. Truman. Or so 
it would appear. . 

Light was thrown on Mr. Herbert Morrison when it 
became known that he had the right of entry into B'nai 
B'rith lodges, and one could not be blamed for wondering 
whether his occupation of the key position of Home 
Secretary in time of war was in any way bound up with 
his Masonic standing. It was no surprise, subsequently, 
when he appeared on platforms to tout Israeli bonds. 

Another Right Honourable Gentleman who has also 
touted these bonds is a certain Mr. John Diefenbaker, 
Prime Minister of Canada. Ata time when Mr. Diefenbaker 
was being hailed as the man destined to revitalise the 
Imperial idea among the British nations, Candour was 
rebuked by some of its readers in Canada for its churlish- 
ness in not joining in the chorus of acclamation. The 
reason for our reluctance was the knowledge that the new 
Canadian Prime Minister was one of the curly-headed boys 
of B'nai B'rith and likely to be much more susceptible 
to World Jewish than to British influence. 

On that account John Diefenbaker's promotion to the 
thirty-third degree of a Masonic order would be of great 
interest to us, and we would ascribe to it more than 
an ordinary importance. Therefore I quote from a letter 


by A. K. CHESTERTON 


received from a valued Canadian correspondent last week: 
"This morning's Globe and Mail, Toronto, carries a 
‘Special’ from Windsor, Ontario, under date of September 9, 
informing its readers that Prime Minister Diefenbaker 
arrived unheralded on the empty platform of Windsor's 
decrepit C.N.R. station. . , . He avoided fanfare, official 
welcome and the eyes of the public simply by telling only 
a few he was coming. He was here as a Mason—to receive 
his thirty-third degree along with Premier Frost—and not 
as Prime Minister. Mr. Diefenbaker and Mr. Frost were 
among fifty Canadians to receive the highest degree in 


Masonry at sessions to-night of the Supreme Council of the 


Scottish Rite of Canada. Both also received honorary 


degrees as inspectors-general.'" What is involved in the 


inspectorships-general I do not pretend to know, but the 
conferment of the thirty-third degree, as far as Diefenbaker 
is concerned, seems to clinch matters. Unless unassailable 
evidence is furnished to prove us wrong, we have to regard 
this man as a fighter on the side opposite to our own—an 
enemy. No wonder the same issue of the Globe and Mail 
reports that Mr. Wm. Henderson, a Kingston lawyer and 
former Liberal M.P., now President of the Ontario Liberal 
Business Men's Club of Toronto, “denounced Prime 
Minister Diefenbaker as 'the most radical leader Canada 
has ever had'". 


DANGERS OF GENERALISATION 


Even so, the dangers of generalisation should be kept 
constantly in mind. “ Masonry plus"—that should be the 
test. I do not forget that my own eyes were first opened 
to the reality of the international conspiracy by a Mason, 
whose awareness of that conspiracy certainly did not reach 
him through averting his eyes from the dead body of Hiram 
Abiff and all that curious kind of symbolism. What is 
more, the man who gave me, for nearly ten years, a 
platform on the journal Truth from which to expound 
the policy of British nationalism against the Jewish policies 
of internationalism was a Mason on ‘whose integrity I would 
stake my life. 


Great harm, with submission, is done to our cause by 
people whose minds are theoretically tidy, but not tidy 
enough to insist upon basing their theories on ascertained 
facts. Generalisations will not do. Attacks on Jews 
because they are Jewish and on Masons for-no better reason 
than that they are Masons are infantite and sometimes 
deranged. Until a man submits to the discipline of 
discovering which Jews and which Masons are dangerous, 
and knows why they are dangerous, he is absolutely certain 
to be more a liability than an asset to our cause of national 
resurgence. 


. Candour’s selectivity in these respects is not the least 
of the reasons why our enemies fear and hate us. If a 
single departure from our principle of basing assumptions 
on a large groundwork of ascertained fact were to produce 
the kind of generalisation which constitutes the stock-in- 
trade of less exacting minds, we should be written off as 
a part of the lunatic fringe and we should be an asset to 
those against whom we are arrayed. As it is, we are 
attacked and smeared, but the gravamen of what we are 
saying is always kept out of the papers assigned to the 
task of besmirching us. That, I claim, is one of the 
measures of our success. It displays in our enemies an 
awareness that they must be aware of us and that what 
we write is near to the bone. 


This article was first printed in September 1958 in CANDOUR, 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants, to which we give acknowledgements 
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NATIONALIST UNITY 
IN ACTION 
Leicester BNP members hand out 
leaflets outside the local Spinney 
Hill Club. Jim McGeown (centre) 
was formerly a member of British 
Movement, as was lan Guilford 
(right); Colin Pickard (seond right) 
came to the BNP. from the British 
Democratic Party. 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Read Young Nationalist the paper for 
youth published on behalf of the Youth 
Section of the British National Party. 
Send 20p for sample copy to: 16 Vale 
Lodge, Perry Vale, London S.E.23. _. 


LEAGUE REVIEW 


For a new view on human affairs read 
League Review, journal of the League of St. 
George. This is a 24-page pictorial magazine 
costing 45p. Subscription rate is £5 for 8 
issues (British Isles). Por sample send 60p to: 
League Review, 9/11 Kensington High Street, 
London W8 5NP. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
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Leicester BNP 


forges ahead 


One of the most welcome features of 
the rise of the British National Party in 1982 
has been the emergence of the Leicester 
Branch as one of the leading active units in 
the country. Leicester Branch is indeed a 
microcosm of what the party itself was in- 
tended to be, being an amalgamation of a 
number of previously separate Nationalist 
factions. The branch has recruited mem- 
bers from the New National Front, British 
Movement, the British Democratic Party 
and the old NF. 

In John Peacock, who joined from the 
BDP, the party has found in Leicester one 
of its best organisers in the country. The 
Leicester Branch is also fortunate to have 
the services of Ray Hill, the party's Public- 
ity Officer and one of its leading public 
speakers. The Peacock-Hill partnership 
has produced a really excellent local unit. 
Under the initiative of these two, the 
branch has been constantly engaged in pub- 
lic activities designed to bring the party to 
the notice of the local public. 

One valuable activity was a demons- 
tration and literature drive outside the 
Spinney Hill Club, where club members 
had been hounded by the Race Relations 
industry for discriminating against Blacks. 
Leicester BNP members showed solidarity 
with the club and won much support from 
its members. 

The branch also made a big impact 
recently in its demonstration in nearby 
Loughborough against a rally of nuclear 
disarmers. 

Women members of the branch made 


REMEMBRANCE DAY 


As a matter of policy, the British Nat- - 
ional Party did not organise any national 
Remembrance Day parade this year. Until 
the forces of Nationalism are more united 
it will not be possible to stage parades up to 
the standard of the 1970s. The party did, 
however, organise some local parades. One 
in Kidderminster was supported by BNP West 
Midlands members. Another in Leeds was 
attended by members from Yorkshire. 

Meanwhile in London the National Front 
annual parade, which once attracted atten- 
dances of 5,000 to 6,000, was this year att- 
ended by just over 200. 


the party's presence felt in September when 
they organised a picket outside a meeting 
of the National Housewives' Register in 
Houghton-on-the-Hill, Leics., where there 
was a debate on racially mixed marriages. 
Party leaflets opposing such marriages were 
handed out in large numbers, and in only 
one case was there a hostile reaction. 

Leicester Branch, in addition to being 
active locally, have supported party activ- 
ities further afield. A branch delegation 
of 18 members attended the big London 
indoor rally in October, and another det- 
achment, this time 10 in number, suppor- 
ted the BNP Northern march in York later in 
the month. It was on the way back from 
the activity in York that the branch had its 
first experience of real battle, when while 
stopping to eat at a service station on the 
motorway members were subjected to a - 
vicious attack by Black Rastafarians. Branch 
members acquitted themselves very well in 
chasing the Rastas off, notwithstanding that 
the latter were armed with knives and iron 
bars. 


OCTOBER ISSUE 


We have received complaints from a 
large number of our subscribers that they 
never received their copies of the October 
issue. In every instance of this notification 
we have posted off substitute copies to the 
people concerned. If there are any more 
readers who failed to receive their copies, 
would they please tell us and replacements 
will be sent. 

Of course it is possible for the odd copy 
to go astray during our packing and posting 
operations each month, but the very large 
numbers of lost copies in this instance is, 
we are certain, indicative of something 
else. 

We have reason to believe that the cop- 
ies that were 'lost' were all part of a bun- 
dle which was posted in a local post box 
different to that where copies are normally 
posted, and that these were thereafter in- 
tercepted by an employee of the postal ser- 
vices and subsequently disposed of. 

We have addressed a formal complaint 
to the local head postmaster, and will let 
readers know if any positive result is forth- 
coming. 


nr N 


THE PENALTY FOR DIVISIVENESS 


THE BRITISH NATIONALIST AND SOCIAL- 
IST MOVEMENT, better known as British 
Movement, has apparently fallen on hard 
times. 

Mr. Michael McLaughlin, the move- 


, . . 
ment s leader, recently issued a circular 


to his members informing them that the 
movement was 'broke', having debts of 
nearly £6,000, and being unable any longer 
to employ paid staff. This meant that Mr. 
McLaughlin himself was being obliged to 
find full-time employment elsewhere and 
would henceforth be unable to devote any- 
thing like the time to the movement that 
he used to do. 

This situation has arisen, apparently, as 
a result of poor response to appeals for funds 
that have been made over recent months. 

It is easy to sympathise with Mr. Mc- 
Laughlin over his financial problems; all 


- Nationálist organisations have tham and are 


obliged to make constant appeals to their 
supporters for help. 

We feel, however, that loyal National- 
ists are becoming tired of having to keep 
dipping into their pockets to keep in busi- 
ness the several Nationalist organisations 
which insinst upon maintaining their own 
independent existence instead of uniting . 
with each other to form a single unified 
Nationalist movement. 

When a group of Nationalists got tog- 
ether earlier this year with a view to bring- 
ing about just such a unification, Mr. Mc- 
Laughlin was one of those they invited to 
participate with them in this venture. He 
refused, however, issuing a circular state- 
ment saying that in no way would he supp- 
ort any amalgamation of forces with other 
Nationalist groups. Inside information 
from British Movement tells us that he also 
made threats to those of his colleagues 
whom he had heard to be engaging in unity 
talks with other Nationalists. 

Eventually those people seeking unific- 
ation achieved it through the formation of 


the British National Party. This was not a 
complete merger of all the forces of British 
Nationalism, as Mr. McLaughlin and his 
organisation chose to stay out of it, as did 
also the leaders of the now greatly trun- 
cated National Front. 
ever, a substantial coming together of Nat- 
ionalists was accomplished, and the BNP 
now looks like growing into the strongest 
Nationalist party in the country. More and 
more Nationalists are now supporting it in 


THE BRITISH NATIONALIST 
& SOCIALIST MOVEMENT 


DOneside, Clwyd. 


B5a Chester Road East, 
CHS ZAA 


Dear Member, 


It is with deep regret that | 


Under the BNP, how- 


Oeresidn (02900) 811116 


preference to other groups because they 
have seen it as the only body in this coun- 
try seriously dedicated to the promotion of 
a common Nationalist movement, rather 
than that of small separate and warring 
factions. 

. Eventually, those with a ‘splinter’ 
mentality will find themselves isolated and 
denuded of their means of existence as 
Nationalists in this country throw their 
support behind the unity cause. 


1982. 


20th September, 


inform you that the poor state of 


the Party's finances are such that I have had to take up non-political 


employment. The BNSM, 


cutbacks have become inevitable. 


due to poor response to appeals for financial 
support is no longer able to afford any full time officials, 


and other 


The Party's debts stand at a little under £6,000. 


Although our plight became more and more desperate, appeals for 


` help became a meaningless ritual. 


Not a single appeal during this past 


year has resulted in any noticeable increase. 


Publication of the 
orarily suspended. 


"British l'idings' 


and 'The Phoenix' has been temp- 


As nk OR ah NATION 


ey el McLaughlin 
Party Leader 


Mr. McLoughlin's circular — a synopsis 
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THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


Every people’s significance and even its existence — let me repeat it again, 
though it may be ad nauseam — must always depend upon its leadership ciass, 
those possessed of the character and the capabilities necessary to solve its social 
problems, to unite and move and lift the whole people to supreme dedication and 
every kind of heroism, and thus to meet every crisis in the nation’s life. Also, it 
is only its most richly endowed members who can create the distinctive culture 
in which the mind and soul of the entire population will be brought to a focus and 
which will hold up before their eyes the enduring symbols of their conquests, their 
ideals and their dreams. Most emphatically it is not too much to say that it is 
ever a matter of life and death, justifying every needful sacrifice, both to im- 
prove the calibre of this stock of leaders and creators and to increase its numbers 
to that point, in relation to the population as a whole, where it will be able to 
fulfil its responsibilities. 

This is what is necessary for the sound constitution of any nation, and thus 
even for its survival. 


Tapes for your library © 


BNP Recordings offer two cassettes 
dealing with Nationalist topics: — 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: ‘Whites unite!’ — Excerpts from 
speeches at Nationalist rally in London on 
September Sth 1981 calling for Nationalist 
unity. L4 

Side 2: ‘The coming British Revolution’ — 
Talk by John Tyndall on the fraudulence of 
‘liberal democracy’ and the need for a 
radically new politica! system in Britain. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS 
Side 1: ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ — John 
Tyndall talks about the great worldwide 
heritage of the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples 
and calls for their unity. 

Side 2: 'Britain's economic crisis’ — John 

Tyndall talks about the breakdown of the 

British economy over a long period and calls 

for a new economic policy based on Eco- 

nomic Nationalism. 

The cassettes cost £3 each — plus 16/2p 
for postage. All orders should be sent to: 
BNP Recordings, Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex 
BN3 3SB. 


William G. Simpson 
WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN? 


COULD WE DO BETTER? 
(Contd. from page 6) 


Please get it right! 


Would all persons paying money to 
Spearhead please note that such money 
should not be included in any lump sums 


It has, however, had a profound influence on | 
that small minority that may be regarded as 
the main nucleus and vanguard of British 


Read NEW FRONTIER 


Voice of British Nationalism 


being paid to other publications or bodies. 
Spearhead, New Frontier, the British Nat- 
. ional Party and BNP Recordings, although | 
all politically allied, are organised separ- 


Nationalism. I claim that this influence has 
‘been for the good in so far as we have dis- 
couraged Nationalists from embarking on a 


| | number of false trails and from worshipping 
ately for accounting purposes and should be | false idols. We will endeavour to continue 


Y ou can obtain rode copies of New Frontier 
by paying a subscription of £3.40 for 12 
issues (for subscribers in the British Isles). 


‘For subscribers. overseas the rate is £4.00 for 


12 issues (surface mail). | 
if you wish to obtain New Frontier in: 


bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 +  32p post 
25 copies £2.70 + 94p post 
50 copies £4.80 +£1.57 post 
106 copies £8.40 +£1.90 post 
150 copies £11.70 + £2.10 post 
200 copies £14.40 + £2.25 post 
300 copies £19.80 + £2.55 post 
400 copies £24.00 + £2.80 post 
500 copies £29.40 ) Bulk rates | 
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All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to New Frontier, PO Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. Please keep orders 
and enquiries for New Frontier totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


paid in separate cheques. performing the role of giving education and . 

We have notified our readers of this rule} direction. to people of a fundamentally | 
many times in the past but it seems that we | Racial Nationalist outlook. We will not 
just have to go on repeating it. pretend that we can achieve journalistic 
i perfection with the resources we have. avail- 
able and the operating problems that beset 
| us, but at the end of the day we ask those 
who would be our critics and judges: who in 
the past two decades has done a better job? _ 


APOLOGIES 


We apologise for the very poor quality 
of photographs of the London BNP rally 
which appeared last month. This poor qual-- 
ity was not due to any flaw in the original 
prints but was caused by our negative- maker 
who, we are informed, had a fault in his 
machinery when doing the job. 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 


oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- 
ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. i 
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